
STATE OF WISCONSIN 
BEFORE THE DENTAL WINING BOARD 
_______---_--__---__-~~~~~~ ____---_-___-----_______________________~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
IN THE MATTER OF THE DISCIPLINARY 
PROCEEDINGS AGAINST FINAL DECISION 

AND ORDER 
JOHN TITUS FISH, D.D.S., 

RESPONDENT. 

The parties in this matter having agreed to the terms and conditions of 
the attached Stipulation, subject to the approval of the Board, and the Board 
having reviewed the Stipulation and considering it acceptable, the Board 
adopts the Stipulation and makes the following: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. John Titus Fish, D.D.S., Respondent, date of birth: January 17, 1912, 
is a dentist currently licensed and registered to practice dentistry in the 
State of Wisconsin; that his license which bears number 4000088 was granted 
April 30, 1943; that his last address reported to the Wisconsin Department of 
Regulation and Licensing, Division of Enforcement, is 5595 North Hollywood 
Avenue, Milwaukee, WI 53217. 

2. The Wisconsin Department of Regulation and Licensing, Division of 
Enforcement has an open investigative file, 88 DEN 036 concerning Respondent. 
The investigative file contains allegations that Respondent committed 
misconduct with a dental patient on March 28, 1988. On October 23, 1990, a 
disciplinary complaint was issued based on those allegations. 

\ 
3. The Respondent has denied the allegations contained in the 

Disciplinary Complaint and in investigative file, 88 DEN 036, but has agreed 
that there is evidence from which the Board could find the allegations to be 
true and has further agreed to voluntarily surrender his license to practice 
dentistry in the State of Wisconsin, effective January 2, 1991. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. The Wisconsin Dentistry Examining Board has jurisdiction over this 
matter pursuant to Wis. Stats. sec. 447.07(3). 

2. The Wisconsin Dentistry Examining Board has authority to enter into 
this Stipulation pursuant to Wis. Stats. sec. 227.44(5). 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the voluntary surrender of the 
license of John Titus Fuh, D.D.S., to practice dentistry in the State of 
Wisconsin is hereby accepted, effective January 2, 1991. 



:, . 
1; IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that in the event that Respondent applies for 

reinstatement of his license to practice dentistry in the State of Wisconsin 
that Respondent shall provide proof satisfactory to the Dentistry Examining 
Board that Respondent is capable of returning safely to the practice of 
dentistry in the State of Wisconsin and that reinstatement of his license to 
practice dentistry will be in the public interest. Such proof shall include 
all of the following: 

1. Taking and passing all examinations then required for original 
licensure in Wisconsin; and 

2. Mental and physical assessments and evaluations performed by 
practitioners acceptable to the Board, indicating that Respondent is 
mentally and physically capable of returning safely to the practice 
of dentistry in Wisconsin. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that if the Board, in its discretion, determines to 
reinstate the license of Respondent to practice dentistry in the State of 
Wisconsin, following the submission of proof required in the preceeding 
paragraph, such licensure may be under such limitations and conditions as 
determined by the Board. 

Dated at Madison, Wisconsin this 2nd day of January, 1991. 

Eva Dahl, D.D.S., Chairperson 
Wisconsin Dentistry Examining Board 
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STATE OF WISCONSIN 
BEFORE THE DENTISTRY EXAMINING BOARD 
____________________----------------------------------------------------------- 
IN THE MATTER OF THE DISCIPLINARY 
PROCEEDINGS AGAINST 

STIPULATION 
JOHN TITUS FISH, D.D.S., 

RESPONDENT. 
________________________________________----------------------------------- _--- 

It is hereby agreed and stipulated, by and between, John Titus 
Fish, D.D.S., Respondent; Michael P. McClone, attorney for Respondent; John R. 
Zwieg, attorney for the Department of Regulation and Licensing, Division of 
Enforcement; and, the Wisconsin Dentistry Examining Board, as follows: 

1. John Titus Fish, D.D.S., Respondent, date of birth: January 17, 
1912, is a dentist currently licensed and registered to practice dentistry in 
the State of Wisconsin; that his license, which bears number 4000088, was 
granted April 30, 1943; that his last address reported to the Wisconsin 
Department of Regulation and Licensing is 5595 N. Hollywood Avenue, Milwaukee, 
WI 53217. 

2. The Wisconsin Department of Regulation and Licensing, Division of 
Enforcement, has an open investigative file, 88 DEN 36 concerning Respondent. 
The investigative file contains allegations Respondent committed misconduct 
with a dental patient on March 28, 1988. On October 23, 1990, the Division 
issued a disciplinary complaint based on those allegations. A copy of that 
complaint is attached as Exhibit A. 

3. That this resolution may he submitted directly to the Wisconsin 
Dentistry Examining Board and need not be submitted to Donald R. Rittel, the 
Administrative Law Judge assigned to this matter. 

4. Respondent denies the allegations contained in the Disciplinary 
Complaint and in investigative file 88 DEN 36, but Respondent agrees that 
there is evidence from which the Board could find that the allegations are 
true and further agrees to the voluntary surrender of his license to practice 
dentistry in the State of Wisconsin on January 2, 1991, as set out in the 
attached Final Decision and Order, and agrees that the attached Findings of 
Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order may be made and entered without further 
notice to any party. 

5. The attorney for the Wisconsin Department of Regulation and 
Licensing, Division of Enforcement, may appear before the Wisconsin Dentistry 
Examining Board to argue in favor of acceptance of this Stipulation and the 
entry of the attached Final Decision and Order. 



6. In the event that the Wisconsin Dentistry Examining Board does not 
accept this resolution of this matter, the Stipulation and Final Decision and 
Order shall be void and of no effect and the parties agree not to contend that 
the Board has been biased in any manner by the submission of this proposed 
resolution to the Board. 

Dated this 3 day of Qg.Ccfl6EK , 1990. 

cl&,& L&id 5L&,&,b.S. 
7ohn Titus Fish, D.D.S., Respondent 

Dated this __ day of 

% 'colt&- 
Michael P. Mcclone 
Attorney for Respondent 

a0 Dated this __ day of'&: 1990. 

Dated this 2nd day of January, 1991. 

Eva Dahl, D.D.S., Chairperson 
Wisconsin Dentistry Examining Board 
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STATE OF WISCONSIN 
BEFORE THE DENTAL EXAMINING BOARD 

C 

IN THE MATTER OF DISCIPLINARY 
PROCEEDINGS AGAINST 

COMPLAINT 
JOHN TITUS FISH, D.D.S., (88 DEN 36) 

RESPONDENT. 
________--------------- __________________-------------------------- 

Pamela E. Ellefson, an investigator for the State of Wisconsin Department 
of Regulation and Licensing, Division of Enforcement, upon information and 
belief, complains and alleges as follows: 

1. John Titus Fish, D.D.S., Respondent, date of birth: January 17, 
1912, is a dentist currently licensed and registered to practice dentistry in 
the State of Wisconsin; that his license which bears #400088 was granted 
April 30, 1943; that his last address reported to the Wisconsin Department of 
Regulation and Licensing, Division of Enforcement, is 5595 North Hollywood 
Avenue, Milwaukee, WI 53213. 

2. On March 28, 1988, Patient 1, a female who was then 26 years of age 
and had been a dental patient of Respondent's for approximately four years, 
went to Respondent's dental office at 7:45 a.m. for an appointment to have 
crown work done on a cracked tooth. 

3. Respondent provided Patient 1 with dental services and placed a 
temporary crown on the tooth. 

4. During the time Respondent was providing the dental services to 
Patient 1, Respondent asked Patient 1 how things were going in her life and 
she responded that she was not doing well as a result of having broken up with / 
her boyfriend over the weekend. 

5. Respondent told Patient 1 that he had just the thing to fix her up 
and asked if she would participate in a "meridian balancing of her heart". 
Patient 1 agreed to participate in the procedure and Respondent took her to 
his adjoining office in the professional suite. 

6. Respondent, using a machine he describes as a "da-matron", placed 
the end of a wire leading from that machine on Patient l's fingertips and told 
Patient 1 that the machine indicated that her "heart center" was off. 

7. Respondent directed Patient 1 to recline on a couch located in the 
office and told her that in order to correct her "rxit of balance heart center" 
that he would have to touch two meridians of her body, one of which was 
located near the collar bone and the other of which was located in her pubic 
area. Respondent directed Patient 1 to unzip her jeans, and she did so. 

, 
8. Respondent placed his hand under Patient l's shirt touching the side 

of one breast and asked her if she knew how to do a self-breast examination. 
Respondent then placed one hand on Patient l's collarbone area and placed the 
other hand under her underpants against her skin over her pubic bone. 
Respondent's hands remained on thoqe points on Patient l's body for a brief 



period of time, and while Patient 1 was still lying on the couch Respondent, 
without Patient l's permission, kissed Patient 1 on the mouth with his open 
mouth inserting his tongue into Patient l's mouth and moving his tongue about 
in her mouth. 

9. Patient 1 was shocked by Respondent's behavior and did not know what 
to do. She quickly sat up on the couch and Respondent rechecked her meridian 
and indicated it was now in balance. Patient 1 immediately left Respondent's 
office and never returned. 

10. Patient 1 had the remainder of her crown work done by another 
dentist in the Milwaukee area. 

11. That by engaging in the conduct described above, Respondent engaged 
in unprofessional conduct as defined by Wis. Ad. Code sec. DE 5.02: 

(1) Engaging in any practice which constitutes a 
substantial danger to the health, welfare or safety of a patient 
or the public. 

(5) Practicing in a manner which substantially departs from 
the standard of care ordinarily exercised by a dentist which 
harms or could have harmed a patient. 

(10) Exercising undue influence or taking unfair advantage 
of a patient. 

12. That by engaging in unprofessional conduct as defined by Wis. Ad. 
Code sec. DE 5.02(l)(5) and (lo), Respondent is subject to discipline pursuant 
to Wis. Stats. set 447.07(3)(a) and (f). 

WHEREFORE, the Complainant demands that the Board hear evidence relevant 
to matters recited herein, determine, and impose the discipline warranted, 
Complainant further demands that the Board assess against the Respondent all 
costs of the proceeding and order them paid to the Department of Regulation 
and Licensing, pursuant to sec. 440.22, Wis. Stats.7 

” i ,,,&&-$G?; .,J’ --I- ‘-- / 
Pamela E. Ellefson ./ 

STATE OF WISCONSIN ) 
) 

COUNTY OF DANE ) 

Pamela E. Ellefson, being first duly sworn on oath deposes and says that 
she is an investigator for the State of Wisconsin, Department of Regulation 
and Licensing, Division of Enforcement, and that she has read the foregoing' 
Complaint and knows the contents thereof and that the same is true to her own 
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knowledge, except as to those matters therein stated on the information and 
belief and as to such matters, she believes them tp be true. 

Pamela E. Ellefson 
State of Wisconsin 
Department of Regulation & Licensing 
Division of Enforcement 
1400 East Washington Avenue 
P.O. Box 8935 
Madison, WI 53708-8935 

3 

Subscribed nd sworn to before me 
this 2.. day of October, 1990. f 

John R. Zwieg 
Attorney for Complainant 
Department of Regulation and Licensing 
Division of Enforcement 
P.O. Box 8935 
Madison, WI 53708-8935 
(608) 266-9932 

JRZ:eaj 
ATY-1312 
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NOTICE OF APPEAL INFORMATION 

(Notice of Rights for Rehearing or Judicial Review, 
the times allowed for each and the identification 
. of the party to be named as respondent) 

The following notice is served on you as part of the final decision: 

. 1. Rehearing. 

Any person aggrieved by this order may petition for a rehearing within 
20 days of the service of-this decision, as provided in section 227.49 of 
the Wisconsin Statutes, a copy of which is attached. The 20 day period 
commences the day after personal service or mailing of this decision. 
(The date of mailing of this decision is shown below.) The petition for 
rehearing should be filed with the State of Wisconsin Dentistry Examining Board. 

A petition for rehearing is not a prerequisite for appeal directly to circuit 
court through a petition for judicial review. 

2. Judicial Review. 

Any person aggrieved by this decision has a right to petition for 
_. judicial review of this decision as provided in section 227.53 of the Wisconsin -- 

Statutes, a copy of which is attached. The petition should be filed in 
circuit court and served upon the State of Wisconsin Dentistry Examining Board. 

within 30 days of service of this decision if there has been no petition 
for rehearing, or within 30 days of service of the order finally disposing 
of the petition for rehearing, or within 30 days after the final disposition 
by operation of law of any petition for rehearing. 

The 30 day period commences the day after personal service or mailing 
of the decision or order, or the day after the final disposition by operation 
of the law of any petition for rehearing. (The date of mailing of this 
decision is shown below.) A petition for judicial review should be served . 
won, and name as the respondent, the following: the State of Wisconsin 
Dentistry Examining Board. 

‘The date of mailing of this decision is January 4, 1991 . 

WLD: dms 
886-490 \ 

. . 
. 
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21,.;9 Pd,lonr lo, rcnearmq Ill conlesled CJSES. (1) A 
petmon Car rchcanng shall no, be a prcrequwte for appeal or 
ICYICW. Any person aggncvcd by a linal order may. whm 20 
days after scrvce of ,he order. file a wrti,,c” peu,,on for 
reheanng whtch shall spcclfy I” dctad ihc grounds for ,he 
rchcf sough, and s”ppor,mg authonucs. An agency may 
order a reheanng on 11s own molmn whl” 20 days after 
serwcc of a final order. This subscc,,on does no, apply IO I. 
17.025 (3) (e). No agency is required 10 conducrmorc ,han 
one rchwnng based on a pcu,lon for reheanng ,ilcd under 
Ihis subsecuon in any con,cs,ed case. 

* 
(2) The tibng ofa pe,i,m” for rcheanng shall no, suspend 

or delay rhe cffecrive date of the order. and the order shall 
lake dkct on ,hc dale Iixcd by the agency and shall cominue 
in effect unless Ihc pewion is granted or on,11 Ihe order is 
superseded. modlficd. or se1 astde as pronded by law. 

(3) Rehcanng wll be gramed only on ,he basts of: 
. (a) Some matcnal error of law. 

@) Some matcnal error of facI. 
’ (c) The discovery of new evidence sufficicn~ly strong IO 

rwcrse or mod,fy the order. and which could not have been 
prwiousiy discovered by due diligence. 

(4) Copies oipemions for reheanng shall be scrv~~ a” all 
parlies of record. Par,~es may lile repher 10 ,hc pe,i,lo”. 

(5) The agency may order a rehearing or en,er a” order 
wi,h rcfercnce 10 ,hc pewion whou, a hearing. and shall 
dispose of,he pc,mon whm 30 days after i, is filed. If ,hc 

‘agency does not cnw an order dlsposmg of Ihc pclxion 
wthin ,he30-daywnod. rhepc,l,,o” shall bedccmcd ,o have 
ken dented as dithc cxp~ra,;on of ,hc 30day period. 

(6) Upon graming a rehearing. ,hc agency shall se, ,he i 
ma,,cr for furlher proceedings as soon as practicable. Pro- 1 
cccdzngs upon rcheanng shall conform as nearly may b-z ,o i 
Ihc procccdlngs I” an ongmal hcanng cxccp, as ,he agency l 
may othcww direct. Ifin the agency’s judgment. after such ) 
rchcanng i, appears ,haI the origmal dtasion. order or I 
de,cmu”a,m” 1s in any respcc, unlawful or unreasonable. the 
agency may rcvcrse. change. modify or suspend the same 
aaordlngly. Any d&w”. order or dctermlnatlon made 
after such rcheanng reversing. changmg. modifying or sus- 
pcndmg ,he ongmal detcrmmauo” shall have ,hc same force 
and cffcc, as a” onginal de&on. order or dcrctminatlon. 

~7.52 Judicial review: decisions revlewable. Adminis- 
b-alive dccislons which adversely affect Ihe subs,an,ial ~“ter- 
61s of any person. whether by action or inaction. whether 
afirmauvc or negative in for”,. arc SubJccl lo review as 
provided in this chapter. cxccp~ for ,hc decisions of ,he 
dcpar,mcn, of rcvcnuc other ,han d&vans relating ,o alco- 
hol beverage pcmuts issued under ch. 12% de&Ions of the 
drpatimc”, of cmployc Irosl funds. ,bc commisstoner of 
bankmg. the comm~ss~oncr of crcd” u”,ons, the commas- 
goner ofsavings and loan. rhc board ofr,aIc can~asscrs and 
Ihore dccismns of ,he depar,mcnI of indully, labor and 
human rclat~ons which are SubJcc, 10 review. prior 10 any 
judxial ,CYIW, by the labor and rndustry rw,w comnuss,o”. 
an~~,cxccp,~~s o,herwsF provided by law. 

227.51 Par,les and proceedings lor review. (1) Except as 
o~hcww spcc~fically prowdcd by law. any person aggncvcd 
by a dccmon spccdicd m I. 227S2 shall be c”uIlcd tOJudICial 

. trncw ,hcrcaiar prowded 1” rhis chapter. 
(a) Procccdlngs for ~CYKW shall be msututcd by serving a 

W111on ,hcrcfor personally or by ccrtilicd mad upon the 
Wncy or one of i,s officials. and fdmg ,ht peWon I” the 
Q~~of,heclcrk of,hec,rcut,cour, for ,hccoun,y where ,hc 
iudcnl rcwew procccdlngsare ,o be held. Unless a rchcanng 
U nquwcd under I. 221.49. ~c,,,,o”s for rC”tcW under ,t”s 
paragraph shall be served and ,ilcd within 30 days af,cr ,he ’ 
SCPIKC of ,ht dcanon of the agency upon all pwncr under s. 
227.48. lfa rchcanng II rcqucslcd under I. 227.49. any par,y 
dcswing judloal rcwew shall serve and ,ilc a peGno” for 
rcncw wtlhm 30 days after serv,cc of Ihc order finally 

dzrposlng of the applxal~o” for rcheanng. or u,.@J,,da,s 
arlcr ,hc final dtsposuo” by opcrauon of law of a,;Iv s&h 
=pphtlO” for rchcanng. The 30day pcnod for WV,& a”d 
fihng a pclmo” under ,hts paragraph commences on ,h; day 
ahcrpcrsonal serwceor malll”gof,lxdec!s~on by Ihcaccncv. 
If the pe,,,xo”cr 1s a rcsldcn,. the procecdmgs shall bc &Id ;n 
the circw cow, for ,he counly where ,he pcuuoner rcsrdcs. 
cxccp,,ha,~f,hcpe,~,ioncr~sa”agency.Iheprocced~ngsshall 
bc in ,he nrcuit cow, for Ihc coumy where the rcrponden, 
resides and cxcep, as provided in ss. 77.59 (6) (b). 182.70 (6) 
and 182.71 (5) (g). The proceedtngs shall bc in ,hc c~rcm, 
cowI for Dane coun,y if ,he petmoncr is a no”rcs!dcnI. If all 
panics s,ipula,c and ,he COW IO which the panics desire ,o 
(ransfer ,he procccdlngs agrees. ,hc proceedings may be held 
in ,he coun,y dcsigna,ed by Ihc panics. If2 or more pc,i,io”s 
for review ofthe same decision are Iilcd in different counties. 
the circu, judge for ,he cou”,y in which a pewion for rctiew 
of the dccislon was Iirs, Iilcd shall dacmunc the ve”“e for 
judicial ~CYICW of ,he decision, and shall order ,ranrfcr or 
w”solida,ion where appropriaa. 

(b) Tbc pe,iIion shall slate the nature of ,hc pe,i,ioner’s 
in,eres,, Ihc facu showing IhaI pe,i,ioner is a person a~ 
grieved by the decision. and the grounds specified ins. 227.57 
upon which pcwioner contends Iha, the decision should be 
reversed or mod,ficd. The pewion may be amended. by leave 
of cow,. though Ihc Ilme for serving the same has expired. 
The pcuuon shall bc cntnlcd in Ihe name of the person scning 
it as pctnioncr and the name of the agency whose dmsion ,s 
sough, ,o be rcvicwcd as rcspondcn,. exccp, that I” pe,mo”r 
for review of dewions of the followng agenctes. rhc la,,er 
agency spccilicd shall be ,he named rcspondc”,: 

1. The tax appeals commission. thcdcpanmcn, of rewwc. 
2. The bankmg revlcw board orthcconsumcrcrcdl, review 

board, Ihc comm~ss~o”cr OC banking. 
3. The credit ““non review board. the comm,ss,oner of 

credi, umo”s. 
4. The savmgs and loan review board. ,hc commtssto”~r of 

savings and loan. cxcep, if the petmoner IS the comm~o”er 
of &“gs and loan. I& preva&“g parries before the saringr 
and loan rcv,cw board shall be ,he named rcspondcors. 

(c)Copies of the pc,i,ion shall bc served. personally or by 
certified mad, or. when scrv~ce is timely adm”,ed I” wrirmg. 
by ,irs, class mad. no, later than 30 days ai,cr ,he mstttutio” 

pf ,he proceeding. upon all parocr who appeared before rhc 
agency I” ,he procccdmg m whxh Ihe order sough, IO ,bc 
reviewed was made. / 

(d) Tbc agency (cxccp, in rhe case of ,he ,ax appeals 
commission and ,he bankmg review board. the co”sumer 
credo, review board, Ihc credi, union reww board. and the 
savings and loan revrcw board) and all partics ,o ,he proceed. 
ing before il. shall have ,hc ngh, ,o parncipxe in ,hc 
proceedings for rcwcw. Tbe cowI may pemv, other in&r- 
cs,ed persons 10 imcrvcnc. Any person pc,wo”!“g ,he coon 
to imcrvtne shall serve a copy of ,ht pewion on each pany 
who appeared before lhcagcncy and any addiIm”al partxcr ,o 
(he Judicial ~CWCW a, leas, 5 days prior Lo ,hc dale sc, for 
hearing on the pelition. 

(2) Every person served with Ihe pe,i,ion for rc\icw as 
prowdcd in ,h,s sccuo” and who dcsrrcs ,o parra!pa,e in ,hc 
proccedmgs for review [hereby Inscued shall scrx upon ,hc 
pctmncr. wi,ht” 20 days afrcr ICIYKC of ,hc pcuuo” upon 
such person. a notice of appearance clearly s,a,mg ,hc 
person’s posl,io” wh K,C~C”CC 10 each matcnal allcga,~on in 
the pewto” and ,o the affirman~~. vacauo” or modlficatlon 
oflhe orderordensm” under rewew. Such noWe. other ,han 
by the named rcrpondcn,. shall also bc scrvcd on ,he named 
responden, and ,hc a,,orncy general. and shall bc Wd. 
together wuh proofofrcquwcd scrvxe thereof. wnh the clerk 
or the revicwng COW, witha” 10 days afwr such xnicc. 
Serwce of all subrequcn, papers or “owes in such prowding 
need bemadconlyupo” IhepcImoncrandsucholhcrpcrsons 
as have rewed and ,iled ,he notice as provtded t” rhis 

: subscc,lon or have been pcrmmcd IO ~“,er\-cne in said pro- 
cecdtng. as panws therelo. by order of ,h~.r~v’c~~I”~~c?,$ . 


